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The House met at 12:30 p.m.

——
MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the
order of the House of January 4, 2005,
the Chair will now recognize Members
from lists submitted by the majority
and minority leaders for morning hour
debates. The Chair will alternate rec-
ognition between the parties, with each
party limited to not to exceed 30 min-
utes, and each Member except the ma-
jority leader, the minority leader or
the minority whip limited to not to ex-
ceed 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) for 5 min-
utes.

———————

IN DEFENSE OF THE POSTING OF
THE TEN COMMANDMENTS

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, last
week a few of us had the opportunity
to attend the opening arguments at the
United States Supreme Court for two
cases about the public display of the
Ten Commandments.

These cases are very interesting be-
cause not only are they specifically
about the Ten Commandments, but in
a larger sense, they are about the long-
running dispute over the so-called sep-
aration of church and state. I say so-
called, because there is not one word in
the Constitution that mentions this al-
leged separation of church and state.

And for over 150 years, the Supreme
Court barely referenced this infamous
phrase at all. The establishment clause
of the first amendment provides that
““Congress shall make no law respect-
ing an establishment of religion.” For
over 150 years, this was commonly un-
derstood to mean that the Federal Gov-
ernment cannot establish a national
religion as the English did with the An-
glican Church.

But ever since cases like Everson in
1947; Engel, 1961; Lemon, 1971; and

Wiseman in 1992, a handful of judges
have interpreted the first amendment’s
establishment clause, misinterpreted, I
might add in my view, to exclude more
and more expressions of religion from
the public square.

Now we are at the point where chil-
dren are not allowed to pray in public
schools. The mildest nonsectarian in-
vocations are forbidden at public
events, the Boy Scouts are ostracized
for mentioning God in their oath, and
even the words ‘‘under God” in the
Pledge of Allegiance are under fire.

Perhaps these Ten Commandments
cases will be the turning point in the
legal war against religion. We need to
have a commonsense approach towards
the relationship between religion and
the State. That is why I was particu-
larly interested to hear Justice
Scalia’s take on this case.

He was his usual straightforward and
honest self in his questions. He asked
the ACLU lawyer, “If a legislature can
open its session with the public present
with a prayer, why can it not, in the
same building, post the Ten Command-
ments?’”’ He also called the Ten Com-
mandments ‘“‘a symbol of the fact that
Government derives its authority from
God, which seems to me an appropriate

symbol to put on Government
grounds.”’
Justice Scalia also logically noted

that those who oppose the Ten Com-
mandments on public grounds would
“also think that Thanksgiving procla-
mations are also unconstitutional,
which were recommended by the very
first Congress, the same Congress that
proposed the first amendments.”’

Mr. Speaker, this is an issue that the
American people care about deeply. In
fact, according to a recent AP poll, 76
percent of Americans support these re-
ligious displays, which Justice Scalia
alluded to when he said the Ten Com-
mandments send ‘‘a profoundly reli-
gious message, but it is a profoundly
religious message believed in by a vast
majority of the American people.”

The irony of the Supreme Court hear-
ing on these cases last week and of the
outright hostility that the Court has
displayed against religion in recent
years is that above the head of the
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court is a
concrete display of the Ten Command-
ments.

And close to these commandments is
a marble sculptured relief of Moses
himself, the great lawgiver. And let us
not forget that at the beginning of
each session at the Court, the crier
opens with the proclamation: “God
save the United States and this Honor-
able Court.”

I agree with Justice Scalia and with
the vast majority of the American peo-
ple. In fact, to quote former Supreme
Court Justice William O. Douglas: ‘“We
are a religious people whose institu-
tions presuppose a supreme being.”
That is why I have introduced legisla-
tion to display the Ten Commandments
in the Capitol.

Mr. Speaker, the fact of the matter is
that the Ten Commandments are a his-
torical document that contains moral,
ethical, and legal truisms that any per-
son of any religion or even an atheist
can recognize and appreciate. They
present a concise set of values that rep-
resent the moral background of this
Nation and our common view on right
and wrong.

I believe that they promote a com-
mitment to decency, which is why I
have them hanging in my office. We
start off every day with prayer and the
Pledge of Allegiance. Over the Speak-
er’s rostrum it is posted, “In God we
Trust.”

There are statues and representa-
tions of religious figures scattered
throughout the Capitol and House
buildings. Posting the Ten Command-
ments would fit right in and would
merely serve to remind Members that
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we have the responsibility as law-
makers to be as fair and just as pos-
sible. Certainly a reminder of God’s law
would be appropriate as we consider
the Nation’s laws.

——————

SUPPORT FOR FREEDOM AND
HUMAN RIGHTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PENCE). Pursuant to the order of the
House of January 4, 2005, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER)
is recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, we
come to the floor to speak to the
American public. Sometimes we come
to speak to one another.

It is in that spirit of speaking to my
fellow Members of Congress that I rise
today. Like you, I was horrified when
the pictures at the Abu Ghraib prison
first came forward, and then the addi-
tional admission of abuse, mistreat-
ment, indeed, torture at the hands of
people that we were responsible for.

And it seems, Mr. Speaker, that this
is not an isolated set of circumstances.
Indeed, there are more stories coming
out of torture and death of detainees,
and of extraordinary rendition, where
people the United States is concerned
with, we allow them to be transported
to other dictatorships where we know
that they will be abused.

I have been horrified as the stories
start to come out, broadly reported in
the press; and from Amnesty Inter-
national, and the Red Cross. I, like
you, my fellow Members of Congress,
am horrified that the United States
would be lumped into the same cat-
egories as countries that we are trying
to encourage to honor human rights.
Syria, Egypt, Morocco, Saudi Arabia
look to be countries where we have al-
lowed people or sent them to be tor-
tured.

This took on a decidedly local flavor
for me as press accounts came out that
a shadow, perhaps illegal dummy, front
company, Bayard Foreign Marketing,
LLC, in my home town of Portland, Or-
egon, was used to transport these peo-
ple.

It appears to have been this com-
pany, organized in violation of Oregon
law, to hide the true nature and
breadth of this extraordinary rendition
program. It is important for us as
Members of Congress to be clear. Tor-
ture is morally wrong. It is not just a
quaint idea that some people feel that
it is morally wrong, but it is immoral.

Additionally, torture is a bad idea for
intelligence purposes. The experts tell
us that if you attempt to drown, beat,
shock, freeze people, deprive them of
sleep long enough, they will admit to
almost anything you want them to
admit to, but it is not the soundest
basis upon which to base our intel-
ligence decisions.

Furthermore, when prisoners are tor-
tured, it taints the case against them;
makes it impossible to bring them to
justice in a court of law; and, sadly, it
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puts Americans at risk. The reason
that we obey these quaint notions
against torture is not just because it is
morally wrong but tactically it puts
Americans at risk in uniform and not.

Mr. Speaker, I am concerned about
how Congress can sit on the sidelines
and let the press and human rights
groups do our job. Well, actually, they
can only do part of our job. They can
get the truth out, and that ought to be
something that each Member of Con-
gress ought to be concerned about. But
being able to fix abuses, to hold respon-
sible parties accountable for violation
of human rights, a United States policy
and perhaps law, that is our job.

Mr. Speaker, in the history of this
country perhaps a half billion Ameri-
cans have lived; only 11,571 Americans
have been privileged to be Members of
Congress. Who do we represent in this
matter? Yes, we listen to special inter-
ests, those with strong political voices.
We listen to the voters. We listen to
the press. But at the end of the day,
the things that matter most to us, I am
convinced, are our family, our friends,
the outstanding men and women who
work for us here on Capitol Hill, who
are almost like family. How can we
look them in the eye when such a cloud
hangs over America’s honor?

I strongly urge each of my colleagues
to look deep into their hearts and
think about what they are going to do
to provide the answer to their friends,
their family, their neighbors, their
staff about what we are doing to pro-
tect America’s honor and to protect
the abuse of human rights wherever it
may be.

————
INTERNATIONAL WOMEN’S DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Tennessee (Mrs.
BLACKBURN) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker,
today is International Women’s Day,
and I come before the body this morn-
ing to salute our Iraqi women friends.
I have with me a group of e-mails that
I have received the past couple of days
from the Iraqi women that we have
been working with; and they are ex-
pressing their thanks to our military
men and women who have fought so
diligently and have worked right
alongside with them and with their
country to help their country go
through successful elections, to recog-
nize the freedom that they have sought
and that they have fought for and
longed for for 30 years. So it is with
great excitement today that they are
communicating with us as a free people
and as free women.

Not only are they grateful to our
military, Mr. Speaker, they are grate-
ful to those of us in the Congressional
Iraqi Women’s Caucus, from both sides
of the aisle here in this body, a group
that has come together to walk with
them as they walk toward opportunity
and hope and freedom.
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I would like to express my thanks for
the leadership in that caucus to our
former colleague, Ms. Dunn, who put a
tremendous amount of leadership in
this, and to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. GRANGER) and the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE),
who are continuing to work and lead
this group as we seek to help the Iraqi
women.

I would like to share with the body
some of the e-mails and some of the
communication that has been ex-
pressed from these women as women
and as free people to speak on Inter-
national Women’s Day.

This e-mail says: this is the second
year Iraqi women have contributed to
this important international gathering
as free and independent people. They
had a goal of 25 percent representation
rights for women in the National As-
sembly in Iraq. Iraqi women have
reached a target beyond that, with 31

percent representation. Spectacular.
Spectacular.
] 1245
Another, ‘“Iragi women are now in

the future that we all dreamed of. Iraqi
women are heroes. They deserve to be
leaders. They deserve to participate in
building the bright future for their
children. We owe our brave brothers
and partners their support and under-
standing. Together, we all celebrate
the International Women’s Day.”

And another, ‘“This day, March 8, is a
sign of civilization and democracy. Let
us celebrate together.”

Another, ‘““Your voice is reaching
other countries in the Middle East. Our
sisters in Saudi Arabia, Bahrain, and
Kuwait are also rising. People are
speaking out and enjoying democracy.
Congratulations to all, celebrating the
spirit and courage and contributions of
Iraqi women who have added to the vi-
tality, the richness, and the diversity
of Iraqi life. In this amazing trans-
formation to democracy in our coun-
try, we must recognize women’s his-
toric accomplishments and always
honor those who have left us behind to
carry through.”

Mr. Speaker, I am so encouraged by
the voices of freedom that we hear in
this budding democracy. I stand today
to salute the Iragqi women and to en-
courage them as they continue to work
toward freedom, hope and opportunity
in their country.

———

NO PLAN FOR SOCIAL SECURITY
SOLVENCY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PENCE). Pursuant to the order of the
House of January 4, 2005, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, the
President of the United States, despite
confusion in the press, does not have a
plan to ensure the long-term financial
solvency of Social Security. His privat-
ization plan would actually reduce So-
cial Security’s income and accelerate
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its financial problems. His privatiza-
tion commission, which met a few
years ago, did have some solutions to
the financial solvency of Social Secu-
rity. Generally, their preferred solu-
tion was to dramatically reduce future
benefits, to change from wage indexing
to price indexing, which means a young
person who retires in 40 years would
see generally a Social Security benefit
reduced by 40 percent, far in excess of
the predicted possible shortfalls that
Social Security might have if we did
nothing.

Now the President says he has not
recommended that. He has not rec-
ommended dramatic reductions in ben-
efits; it is just on the table. He has also
said increasing the retirement age is
on the table, and it is already pro-
grammed to go up to 67 by 2020. We are
going to have people 70 years old log-
ging in the Oregon forests and working
other back-breaking jobs across Amer-
ica. But he says that is just on the
table. He has not recommended that
yet.

He did, in an encouraging manner,
leave open the door a tiny bit to a fair
solution, which would be lifting the cap
on wages. Only people who earn less
than $90,000 a year pay Social Security
taxes on all their income. He left that
door open.

In fact, I have introduced a plan in
the last 30 Congresses which would
fully ensure the future of Social Secu-
rity by lifting the cap, reducing taxes
for those who earn less than $94,000,
and people who earn more than $94,000
pay more in taxes. But that door was
promptly slammed by the Republican
leaders in Congress. No, they are not
going to do that. That would benefit
working people too much.

So we are back to the point where
the Republicans do not have a plan to
ensure the financial security of Social
Security. They do have a plan to make
it worse, to carve out resources, to re-
direct income from Social Security
into a privatization plan.

Some people get excited when they
hear privatization. They think: It is
my money; I can do what I want with
it. No. Here are the details. They are
detailed in this proposal, very detailed.
Wage earners can divert 4 percent, two-
thirds of their contribution. They can
divert it into government-chosen con-
servative, as the President says, index
funds that will be managed by a com-
pany chosen by the government. You
could not touch your money, could not
borrow against it, like people in
401(k)s, or withdraw it early. The gov-
ernment would control the money until
retirement, and then the government
would compute a bill, and the bill
would be how much your taxes would
have earned in the Social Security
trust fund plus inflation plus manage-
ment fees, and they give you that bill.

If investments did not do well, the
wage earners might end up writing a
check to the Federal Government when
they retired. No privatization account
for them. Other people who did pretty
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well will see they have to pay that
money back to the government, and
then the government will say your So-
cial Security benefits are really low.
This is the President’s so-called privat-
ization plan. The government would
force, force people retiring to buy an
annuity, to bring their Social Security
benefit for their predicted lifetime up
to the predicted poverty level. It would
force people to do that. What a boon
for the private insurance industry. Of
course, these would not be guaranteed
by anybody. You buy one of those
plans. That insurance company goes
broke. Sorry, you just lost everything.

So instead of an assured benefit
under Social Security, taxpayers would
be purchasing a very expensive annuity
that does not have survivor’s benefits,
is not indexed for inflation, unlike So-
cial Security, but then very few people
maybe, according to a Wall Street
Journal article a couple of weeks ago,
none of the people in all probability,
but maybe a few would do even better,
and they could keep that extra money.

So we would undermine the guaran-
teed benefit indexed for cost of living
with survivor’s and disabilities benefits
for all working Americans so maybe a
few could do better, but the insurance
companies could do a lot better. The
brokers who manage the accounts
could do a lot better, but other people
would be left in the cold.

And what about survivor and disabil-
ities benefits? They cannot talk about
that, because it is impossible. You are
18 years old. You go into the so-called
optional account. You save every
penny you are allowed to invest. At 24,
you are tragically hurt in an accident.
You are not capable of working for the
rest of your life, and you can withdraw
your $38,000 in your Social Security pri-
vate account and live on that. No, you
cannot.

We need to deal with disability bene-
fits, survivor’s benefits and financial
problems of Social Security, and the
President has not done that with his
so-called privatization plan.

——————

INCAPACITATED PERSONS LEGAL
PROTECTION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. WELDON) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to speak on the legislation I
have just introduced, the Incapacitated
Persons Legal Protection Act, enrolled
as H.R. 1151. This legislation’s imme-
diate intent is to deal with the issues
surrounding Terry Schiavo.

I practiced medicine for 15 years
prior to my election to the House of
Representatives. I still see patients
once a month, and I was involved in
numerous cases involving situations
like this.

Terry has been described in the press
as being in a vegetative state, and I be-
lieve that she is not, absolutely that
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she is not. The correct term to describe
Terry Schiavo is brain-damaged, se-
verely brain-damaged, but you can see
her on videos. Now the judge will not
let people such as myself go in there to
see her even though the family would
like me to be able to examine her. But
according to the family, she is the
same way. She is responsive. She will
look at you, attempt to vocalize. She
will attempt to kiss her parents.

The judge in the case, Judge Greer,
has tried to dismiss these obvious be-
haviors indicating that she does have a
higher level of functioning and she
should not be described as vegetative,
as primitive reflexes. And I would as-
sert as a physician that it is extremely
dangerous to walk down that kind of a
path, where you have somebody with
mental retardation, disability or any
type of brain injury and you start as-
cribing obvious human-like behavior
on the part of these individuals as
being primitive reflexes and that these
people are expendable.

Terry is under a court order to with-
draw food and water. This is unprece-
dented in our legal history. Previous
cases that received national notoriety,
like the Karen Ann Quinlan case, in-
volved family and physicians mutually
recognizing that this person did not
have a chance of surviving and wanting
to withdraw, in the case of the Quinlan
case, a respirator, and the court going
along with it because the clinicians in-
volved did not want to be prosecuted
for manslaughter or murder.

In this case, there is a dispute. The
husband wants to terminate food and
water, and the family, in the form of
the mother and father, vehemently
being opposed to it.

The judge has stepped in, and I think
he has made some clinical judgments
that are not really founded in good
clinical science. I am certain if doctors
put an EEG on her, we would see exten-
sive brain waves indicating activity in
the visual cortex and in the speech cen-
ters, and she should not be defined as
vegetative,

My bill, H.R. 1151, Incapacitated Per-
sons Legal Protection Act, would sim-
ply extend to Terry Schiavo the same
benefits currently afforded death row
inmates, and she is under a death war-
rant, death by essential dehydration. It
would allow her to receive legal rep-
resentation, the same kind of legal rep-
resentation that death row inmates re-
ceive. Currently, she does not have her
own attorney. Her parents have an at-
torney. Her attorney has an attorney.
Under this bill, she would get legal rep-
resentation. It would allow for a more
detailed review of the case.

As a clinician, she has gotten, to my
knowledge, according to the family I
have spoken to, no therapy since 1993. 1
know from having worked with stroke
victims and therapists, you can some-
times give these people thicken liquids,
and they are able to swallow. Evi-
dently, Terry, prior to the termination
of her therapy, was working with a
speech therapist and was able to say a
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few words. She may be able to survive
without a tube.

Another important point I want to
make here, there was a $1.56 million
medical malpractice settlement that
was provided for her care. Much of that
has been spent on legal fees trying to
end her life. This is not a case where
the State is spending a lot of money.
The resources are there to take care of
her needs in the future. Her parents do
not want to see her dying of starvation
and thirst. I think it is fully appro-
priate for us to step in, for her to have
a right, the same right a death row in-
mate gets, and to allow, hopefully, re-
view in front of a Federal judge review-
ing all of the facts in this case. When
doctors really look at the facts, I think
it is very, very hard to justify ending
her life in such a way.

So I would encourage all of my col-
leagues to sign on and support the bill
and, most importantly, for our leader-
ship on both sides of the aisle to allow
expedited review. If not, her tube is
scheduled to come out March 18.

———
THE VALUES OF DEMOCRACY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. BROWN) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
something terribly wrong has happened
in the House of Representatives. I am
not talking about, from a partisan
standpoint, the Republican takeover in
1995, I am not even talking about the
ascension of Newt Gingrich to the
Speakership. What I am talking about
is the ascension of a new kind of House
leaders who have run this institution
even as former Speaker Gingrich has
said, not in the fairest possible way,
basically in an unprecedented way. We
have seen things in the House of Rep-
resentatives in the last couple of years
that we have literally never seen.

I want to tell a story and spell out
what I mean by this one example. Be-
ginning a couple of years ago, at 2:54
a.m. on a Friday in March, the House
of Representatives cut veterans’ bene-
fits by three votes.

At 2:39 a.m. on a Friday in April, the
House slashed education and health
care benefits by five votes.

At 1:56 a.m. on a Friday in May, the
House passed the Leave No Millionaire
Behind tax-cut bill by a handful of
votes.

At 2:33 a.m. on a Friday in June, the
House passed the first round of the
Medicare privatization bill by one vote.

At 12:57 a.m. on a Friday in July, the
House eviscerated Head Start by one
vote.

After returning from summer recess,
at 12:12 a.m. on a Friday in October,
the House voted $87 billion for Iraq.

O 1300

Always on a Thursday night, Friday
morning, always in the middle of the
night, always after the public has
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turned their TV sets off and gone to
bed and after most of the media which
sits up there has left. As I said, always
on a Thursday night, because if it gets
in the paper at all, it would appear
then in the Saturday paper, the paper
that is the least read paper of the
week.

That was just the beginning. Then
came the Medicare vote. The final
round of the Medicare vote took place
in November. The debate began at mid-
night on a Friday night in November.
The debate took 3 hours. The vote
began at 3 a.m. Members of Congress
are given this card, which we stick in a
little black box on the House floor to
vote. The votes as we all know are then
recorded electronically. Almost all of
us went down and cast our votes. Pret-
ty soon after the vote was called at 3
o’clock in the morning, the privatiza-
tion of Medicare, the most important
piece of domestic legislation that prob-
ably anybody in this body had ever
voted on, at 3 o’clock in the morning
the vote began, as I said. We are nor-
mally given 15 minutes, an extra 5 min-
utes sometimes, to cast our votes. Nor-
mally not much more than that.

At 3:30 the vote was still on. At 4
o’clock, an hour after the vote had
begun, an hour after most of us voted,
the vote was 216 ‘‘yes’ and 218 ‘‘no.” At
about 4:15, the Republican leadership,
the Speaker of the House, the majority
leader, the chairman of the committee
that the gentleman from New Jersey
and I are on that wrote the bill began
to go around to recalcitrant Members
of their party, Republican Members
who had voted ‘‘no,” trying to get
them to change their vote. It is now
4:30. They woke up the President of the
United States who from his living
quarters at the White House got on the
phone and began to try to lobby the 26
or 27 Members of the Republican side
who had voted ‘“‘no’” on Medicare. They
all stood their ground.

At about 4:45, the Republican leaders
surrounded Nick Smith, a Republican
from Michigan, who told his story on
the radio the next day. He had already
announced his retirement. His son was
running for his seat. He was told that if
he changed his vote, they would come
up with $100,000 for his son’s campaign.
When he said no, they said, if you do
not change your vote, we will come up
with $100,000 for your son’s opponent’s
campaign.

Congressman SMITH, under great du-
ress with great courage, said, Nothing
doing. Incidentally, his son later lost
the primary. Finally, it is 5 o’clock. It
is 216-218. It is 5:30. It is 216-218. It is
5:45 in the morning. It is still 216 ‘‘yes,”’
218 ‘‘no.” Two hours and 55 minutes
after the vote was called, two Repub-
licans, one from Idaho and one from
Arizona, came out of the cloakroom,
walked down here, picked up one of
these green cards, you cannot use the
plastic electronic card that late in the
voting, marked the card, changed their
vote, sheepishly handed it to the House
Clerk, the Speaker then gaveled the
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vote closed, and that is how Medicare
privatization passed.

We have seen in this body a new leg-
acy of one-party rule, legislative
strong-arming and abuses of power
never before seen under leaders of ei-
ther party in this House of Representa-
tives, hiding votes from the American
public under the cover of darkness. We
spend plenty of time, Mr. Speaker,
passing votes on naming post offices in
the middle of the day and doing impor-
tant controversial votes at night.

Mr. Speaker, this abuse of power has
to stop.

——
SOCIAL SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PENCE). Pursuant to the order of the
House of January 4, 2005, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, last Fri-
day, President Bush quickly stopped in
on Westfield, New Jersey, to talk to a
bunch of his supporters about his So-
cial Security privatization proposal.
The Westfield, New Jersey, stop was
part of a 6-week push to convince
Americans that the Social Security
program faces an immediate crisis. The
President did not do as well as he
wanted, and so now he has hired a cou-
ple of public relations experts to run a
war room at the Social Security Ad-
ministration. The administration is
also beginning a 60-day push to con-
vince voters that his privatization plan
is the best thing for both seniors today
and young people tomorrow.

Mr. Speaker, President Bush has
failed in convincing Americans that his
plan is the way to go because he has
even admitted that privatization does
nothing to fix the solvency problem So-
cial Security faces in the year 2052. As
the President goes around the country
pitching his privatization plan, he con-
tinues to exaggerate Social Security’s
current fiscal state. Last Friday in
Westfield, he claimed, ‘‘The safety net
has a hole in it,” and he continues to
say that the whole system goes broke
in 2042.

That is simply not true. Based on the
most current estimates from the non-
partisan Congressional Budget Office,
Social Security is fully solvent until
2052, meaning that every benefit that
has been promised to seniors, the dis-
abled, and survivors can be paid
through that year. Imagine that. There
is no other government program that is
fully funded for the next 47 years. And
President Bush calls this a crisis?

The President is also wrong when he
says the program goes broke in 2042,
because, as I stated, it is not only fully
solvent another decade after that, but
what exactly happens in 2052? When
President Bush says Social Security
goes broke, most would believe there is
no money left after 2052 in Social Secu-
rity. After all, if you look at Webster’s
Dictionary, it defines ‘‘broke’” simply
as ‘‘penniless.” Again, this is another
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fabrication because even after 2052, the
Social Security system would still
have enough money to be able to pay
out 80 percent of all guaranteed bene-
fits. That does not sound broke to me:
100 percent to 2052, 80 percent after
that. How is that a crisis? How is that
broke?

Again, the President exaggerates the
solvency of Social Security. But what
has he proposed that will extend that
solvency beyond 2052? The answer is,
nothing, as of today. Last Friday in
New Jersey, the President said, ‘“We’ve
got to make sure we save the safety
net for future generations.” But even
the President has admitted that his
privatization plan does nothing to ex-
tend the solvency of Social Security. In
fact, because the President’s plan
would take money out of the Social Se-
curity trust fund to pay for these pri-
vate accounts, Social Security would
actually become insolvent more than
20 years earlier under President Bush’s
plan.

Mr. Speaker, for 70 years, Social Se-
curity has improved the lives of mil-
lions of Americans. Nearly 47 million
people receive Social Security benefits,
including more than 32 million retired
workers. Of those, two-thirds receive
more than half of their retirement in-
come from Social Security, meaning
that without the guaranteed benefit of
Social Security, more than two-thirds
of today’s seniors would be living in ex-
treme poverty.

Social Security gave our parents and
our grandparents independence. Demo-
crats, Mr. Speaker, are willing to work
with the President in a bipartisan fash-
ion to address Social Security’s future,
but we simply refuse to support the
President’s privatization proposal be-
cause it dismantles the independent
Social Security program. Our seniors
now have a guaranteed benefit. They
would not have one if we adopt the
President’s plan. And it does nothing
to solve the Social Security solvency
problem, again, in 2052.

I think our seniors deserve better. We
deserve a President that tells us the
truth about what is going on. There is
no crisis. Let us sit down together on a
bipartisan basis and see what we can do
to come up with a solution other than
privatization.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 8 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until 2 p.m.

——
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. BOOZMAN) at 2 p.m.
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PRAYER

The Reverend E. Terri LaVelle, Pro-
gram Director, The Faith & Politics In-
stitute, Washington, D.C., offered the
following prayer:

God of compassion, grace, mercy, rec-
onciliation, we are coming boldly to
the throne of grace to obtain mercy
and find grace to help in the time of
need. Thank You for these, my broth-
ers and sisters elected to serve the
common good of all humanity. Give di-
vine guidance and wisdom individually
and collectively as they carry out their
sworn duties.

Give them ears to hear, and hearts to
discern what the needs are, and boldly
meet the challenges even when it in-
volves making hard and uncomfortable
choices.

God, Your word states that You have
not given us a spirit of fear but of love,
power, and a sound mind. Empower
this congressional body to operate in
love, Godly power, and with sound
minds. Your word says that we have
been given the word and ministry of
reconciliation.

Let these, Your servants called Con-
gresswomen and Congressmen, be serv-
ants of reconciliation domestically and
globally. In the name that is above
every name, Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a
vote on agreeing to the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the Speaker’s approval
of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 1
object to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. BURGESS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.
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SOCIAL SECURITY IS NOT SECURE

(Mr. PRICE of Georgia asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
you know Social Security is quickly
becoming social insecurity for millions
of Americans approaching retirement.
Let us take a step back for a moment
and take the politics and the pundits
and rhetoric out of the debate, and let
us examine the most overlooked aspect
of what has been discussed thus far, the
facts.

Fact: Social Security is safe for to-
day’s seniors, but is in serious danger
for our children and our grandchildren.
Fact: since the 1950s, the number of re-
tirees has been rising faster than the
number of workers. And fact: without
reforms, Social Security is not sustain-
able in the long run.

Mr. Speaker, the system is not in cri-
sis; the system is not in limbo. The
system which worked well for many,
many years is now broken.

Payroll taxes have been raised 20
times since the 1930s to keep the sys-
tem functioning, and that is no longer
an option. Soon Social Security will be
paying out more than it takes in. No
matter which side of the aisle you are
on, if things continue the way they are,
there will be no security for our chil-
dren and our grandchildren.

———

RAISE THE MINIMUM WAGE

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, Repub-
licans in the Senate yesterday showed
that they have no interest in helping
millions of working families who clock
40 hours a week at their jobs for the
minimum wage. Today, millions of
hard-working Americans are working
harder for less and less money.

Since the minimum wage has not in-
creased in 8 years, these workers’ pay-
checks are simply not increasing as the
cost of living increases every year. Be-
cause congressional Republicans refuse
to act, the real value of the minimum
wage is not worth nearly as much as
past minimum wages.

Consider that if a minimum wage
this year provided the same wage to
workers today, including cost-of-living
adjustments, as it provided to workers
in 1968, the minimum wage today
would be $8.88 per hour, rather than
$56.15 per hour. That is a big difference,
and I believe working families living
on the minimum wage feel the pinch
every day.

Raising the minimum wage also
raises the wages of all low-income
workers, not just those below the pov-
erty line. Mr. Speaker, Americans who
work 40 hours a week should not be liv-
ing in poverty. It is time congressional
Republicans in both Houses join us in
supporting an increase in the minimum
wage.
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STRENGTHENING SOCIAL
SECURITY NOW

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in appreciation of
President Bush seeking to strengthen
our Social Security system.

When Social Security was conceived
in the mid-1930s, the average age of life
expectancy in the United States was 60.
Today the average American’s life ex-
pectancy is over 77.

Americans are now receiving benefits
over longer periods of time because we
are so grateful they are living longer.
Our current Social Security system is
financially broken, outdated, and un-
able to meet the retirement needs of
our children and grandchildren.

If we fail to act now, we will burden
further generations with dramatically
higher taxes, massive new borrowing,
or sudden and severe cuts to Social Se-
curity benefits or other government
programs. In 1998, President Bill Clin-
ton said, ‘“My fellow baby boomers, let
me say that none of us wants our own
retirement to be a burden to our chil-
dren and to their efforts to raise our
grandchildren.”

Seven years later, we still have not
solved the problems facing Social Secu-
rity.

Congress must act soon to provide
younger Americans with retirement
choices and strengthen benefits for to-
day’s retirees. We need to fix the sys-
tem now, once and for all.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September 11.

———

REFORMING MEDICAL LIABILITY

(Mr. BURGESS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, 2 years
ago this month, this House passed a
meaningful bill to reform medical li-
ability in this country. Since that
time, of course, the other body has
failed to even have a vote on this im-
portant piece of legislation, so now we
are going to see this legislation again
in this Congress.

But in the 2 years that have inter-
vened, in my home State of Texas, we
passed a bill and a constitutional
amendment that allowed caps on non-
economic damages within the State of
Texas. I think it would behoove this
House to examine what has happened
in the State of Texas since that time.

Since then, medical liability insurers
have returned to the State. We had
fallen from 17 insurers to two, and now
we stand at 14, with several insurers
having come back into the State with
rates that were flat or, in fact, lower.
In fact, Texas Medical Liability Trust,
my old insurer of record, has dropped
rates from 12 percent right after the
constitutional amendment passed and
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another 5 percent this year, for a total
of 17 percent.

But most importantly, Mr. Speaker,
the Cristus Health Care System in
south Texas, a self-insured hospital
system, realized a $12 million savings
in the first 9 months of this legislation,
money that was put back into nurses’
salaries, capital expansion, the types of
things that we want hospitals to be
doing, not paying for noneconomic
damages.

———

THERE THEY GO AGAIN

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, Howard
Dean, the new duly elected chairman of
the Democratic Party, had quite a
kick-off tour recently. He started off
by making racially insensitive remarks
about African Americans and Repub-
licans. Then he said he ‘‘hates Repub-
licans and everything they stand for.”
Next he told a group of activists in
Kansas that Republicans are evil. The
battle between Democrats and Repub-
licans, he said, is a ‘‘struggle between
good and evil, and we are the good.”

It would be easy to write this off as
just another Dean rant. But a woman
in the audience, and remember, this is
Kansas, hardly a left-wing bastion, said
Dean did not go far enough. He was too
conservative, she said.

Mr. Dean is the leader of a major po-
litical party. Even if his demagoguery
is too timid for some activists, he rep-
resents the Democratic Party and its
views, and his comments are yet fur-
ther confirmation that the rhetoric of
the left is eroding our political dis-
course.

———

PAYING TRIBUTE TO SAMUEL
FRANCIS, A BRILLIANT AND
BRAVE WRITER

(Mr. DUNCAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to pay tribute to a fellow Ten-
nessean, but a man whom I never had
the privilege of meeting. Samuel
Francis was a nationally syndicated
newspaper columnist and a leading
voice of traditional conservatism. He
passed away several days ago, just
after the Congress had gone into re-
cess, at the too-young age of 57 from
complications after heart surgery.

No two people, not even husbands
and wives or best friends, agree on ev-
erything; and I did not always agree
with Sam Francis. But I admired his
courage. He was politically incorrect
on almost everything, which made him
right on most things, but also very
controversial. He was a leading critic
of neo-conservatives, Big Government
conservatives who really are not very
conservative at all.

Raised in Chattanooga, Tennessee,
Dr. Francis had a bachelor’s degree
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from Johns Hopkins and master’s and
Ph.D. degrees from the University of
North Carolina.

Sam Francis did not believe in world
government and multiculturalism. He
was a patriotic American who put his
own country first and was a brilliant
and brave writer.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today.

——————

PROVIDING AMOUNTS FOR CON-
TINUING EXPENSES OF STAND-
ING AND SELECT COMMITTEES
OF THE HOUSE FROM APRIL 1,
20056 THROUGH APRIL 30, 2005

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and agree to the resolu-
tion (H. Res. 133) providing amounts
from the applicable accounts of the
House of Representatives for con-
tinuing expenses of standing and select
committees of the House from April 1,
2005, through April 30, 2005, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 133

Resolved, That there shall be available
from the applicable accounts of the House of
Representatives such amounts as may be
necessary for continuing expenses of stand-
ing and select committees of the House for
the period beginning on April 1, 2005, and
ending on April 30, 2005, on the same terms
and conditions as amounts were available to
such committees for the period beginning at
noon on January 3, 2005, and ending at mid-
night on March 31, 2005, pursuant to clause 7
of rule X of the Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives (or, in the case of the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security, on the same
terms and conditions as amounts were avail-
able to such Committee for such period pur-
suant to House Resolution 10, agreed to Jan-
uary 4, 2005).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. NEY) and the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. HOLT) each will con-
trol 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. NEY).

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of House Resolution 133. It is a pleasure
to be here today with the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT); and I also
want to mention our ranking member,
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD). As Wwe go
through the process here, it is going to
be a privilege and a pleasure to work
with her and all the Democrats and Re-
publicans on the committee to provide
for the funding resolution.
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Mr. Speaker, today I rise in support
of House Resolution 133, which provides
interim funding for the standing select
committees of the House from April 1,
2005, through April 30, 2005. The rules of
the House provide interim funding for
committees until March 31 of 2005. This
resolution will extend that funding for
an additional month, thereby allowing
the Committee on House Administra-
tion the time needed to put together
the committee funding resolution that
will, once passed, fund the committees
for the duration of the 109th Congress.

This is nothing unusual. We have
done this in the past. The committee
chairmen and ranking members will
appear Thursday of this week and the
following Wednesday to present their
budget requests to the committee, and
that will be all the committee Chairs.

As the House will be out of session
for the final 2 weeks of March for the
Easter district work period, floor con-
sideration of the committee funding
resolution really will not be practical
or possible, therefore, before March 31;
and, therefore, it necessitates passage
of this interim funding resolution.
That is why we are here today. I there-
fore urge my colleagues to support res-
olution 133; it is needed.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I join the distinguished
gentleman from Ohio in supporting
House Resolution 133, providing in-
terim funding for standing and select
committees of the House through April
30, 2005.

As most chairmen and ranking mem-
bers know, funding for House commit-
tees would expire March 31 without
this resolution.
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I would like to thank the chairman
for ensuring the committees will have
the resources to continue operating
while the Committee on House Admin-
istration processes their funding re-
quests for the 109th Congress.

President Woodrow Wilson from my
home State of New Jersey said it well
when he said here on the floor, ‘‘Con-
gress in session is Congress on public
exhibition, whilst Congress in its com-
mittee rooms is Congress at work.”

Yes, we have to keep the committees
going, and I support the chairman in
this effort. The Committee on House
Administration’s ranking member, the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD), who is return-
ing from her district, has asked me to
stand in for her and asked me to spe-
cifically relay that she is looking for-
ward to working with the chairman on
hearings this week and next week. She
is especially keen to ensure that in this
Congress committee minorities will re-
ceive at least one-third of all com-
mittee resources.

Now, I, speaking as a member of the
Commission on Congressional Mailing
Standards, which is commonly known
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as the Franking Commission, am con-
cerned about problems with the in-
creased abuse of the frank by one or
more committee chairs for blatantly, I
would have to say, blatantly political
purposes. And I am hopeful that the
Committee on House Administration
will address this issue through the up-
coming Committee Funding Resolution
and take appropriate action to stop
any such abuses.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
gentleman for supporting this resolu-
tion today and also look forward to
working with the Congresswoman and
ranking member.

When the gentleman from California
(Mr. THOMAS) chaired the Committee
on House Administration, he pushed
towards the one-third and always pro-
vided one-third at that time to the
ranking member, the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. HOYER). We have kept in
that tradition, together with the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. LLARSON)
and also with the current ranking
member, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD). I
am very happy to say that last session,
with the gentleman from Connecticut
(Mr. LARSON), we achieved the two-
thirds/one-third, and we need to con-
tinue to do that. And I think that is
the only fair way, and we need to
evaluate how the two-thirds and one-
third is split.

Again, with the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. LARSON), we did that. It
was a great achievement that was
started by the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. THOMAS).

As far as the issue of the committees,
although I do not see any abuse that
has occurred, as far as retooling the
rules and regs of the House, we are al-
ways willing to sit and talk about that.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would say many
Americans wonder why the resources
for the committees are not divided one-
half/one-half. Well, they should under-
stand that it is traditional, now that
the majority party would have most of
the committee staff, most of the com-
mittee resources, and so two-thirds/
one-third division has become tradi-
tional and that is what the gentle-
woman from California (Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD) is hoping to
achieve. I thank the chairman for his
consideration.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
B00zMAN). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. NEY) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 133, as amended.
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The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

——
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H. Res.
133.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

———

SUPPORTING THE DESIGNATION
OF A YEAR OF LANGUAGES

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 122) expressing the sense
of the House of Representatives regard-
ing the study of languages and sup-
porting the designation of a Year of
Languages.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 122

Whereas the people of the United States
have growing social, cultural, and economic
ties to the international community that
present new challenges as the United States
seeks to communicate with and understand
international partners from different lan-
guage and cultural backgrounds;

Whereas communities across the United
States are welcoming many new neighbors,
friends, employees, and citizens from many
countries throughout the world;

Whereas increased language learning is a
critical national interest and is necessary to
maintain the economic edge the United
States has in the worldwide marketplace;

Whereas developing a workforce that is
skilled in languages and cultural under-
standing is vital for conducting inter-
national commerce;

Whereas both the 2000 Cox Commission and
the National Intelligence Council have re-
ported that a shortfall of experts in foreign
languages, particularly the languages of Asia
and the Middle East, has seriously hampered
information gathering and analysis within
the intelligence community of the United
States;

Whereas studying other languages has been
shown to contribute to increased cognitive
skills, better academic performance, and a
greater understanding of others, while also
providing life-long learning opportunities;

Whereas language education in the 2lst
century includes a commitment to the study
of long sequences of world languages, begin-
ning in early grades and continuing through-
out the academic career of an individual, in
order to develop the levels of proficiency
needed to effectively communicate with peo-
ple from other cultures at home and abroad;
and

Whereas the American Council on the
Teaching of Foreign Languages, along with
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its affiliate organizations, is urging the pub-
lic to support increased language education
for students, which will expand the cultural
and literary horizons of adult learners and
strengthen the position and security of the
United States throughout the world: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House
of Representatives that—

(1) the study of languages contributes to
the intellectual and social development of a
student and the economy and security of the
United States;

(2) there should be a Year of Languages in
the United States, during which language
study is promoted and expanded in elemen-
tary schools, secondary schools, institutions
of higher education, businesses, and govern-
ment programs; and

(3) the President should issue a proclama-
tion calling upon the people of the United
States to—

(A) encourage and support initiatives to
promote and expand the study of languages;
and

(B) observe a Year of Languages with ap-
propriate ceremonies, programs, and other
activities.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Nevada (Mr. PORTER) and the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nevada (Mr. PORTER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H. Res. 122.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nevada?

There was no objection.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
122. This resolution expresses the im-
portance of foreign language study and
supports the designation of a Year of
Languages. Increased language learn-
ing is a critical national interest and is
necessary to maintain the economic
edge of the United States as well as
serving to better secure our national
interest abroad.

Currently, 9.3 percent of Americans
speak their native language and an-
other language fluently, compared to
52.7 percent of Europeans.

Foreign language education has long
been determined to increase a student’s
cognitive and critical thinking abili-
ties. The Elementary and Secondary
Education Act names foreign language
study as a part of a core curriculum,
and the Higher Education Act denotes
that foreign language study is vital to
secure the future economic welfare of
the United States. Therefore, language
education in our Nation’s schools
should begin in early grades and con-
tinue throughout the student’s entire
academic career.

By designating a Year of Languages,
this Congress highlights the impor-
tance of foreign languages and cultural
understanding in our schools, our
workforces and our society. The cele-
bration of languages will serve as a
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look to the future for Americans who
will be entering the workforce at a
time when international under-
standing, cross-cultural awareness and
linguistic capacity are increasingly im-
portant for their success in the world.

In light of the attacks of September
11, 2001, the American intelligence
community stresses that individuals
with proper foreign language expertise
are greatly needed to work on impor-
tant national security and foreign pol-
icy issues. As we enter into a time that
requires an increased understanding of
world cultures, foreign language study
and requisite knowledge in languages
is vital for meeting 21st century secu-
rity challenges properly, effectively
and efficiently.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to speak at
some length about this because it is
really so important to our country. I
would like to thank the leadership for
allowing us to bring up this resolution
which expresses the sense of the House
of Representatives regarding the study
of languages and supporting the des-
ignation of a Year of Languages. I
would like to thank the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. TIBERI) for co-spon-
soring the resolution.

Under the guidance and guardianship
of the American Council on the Teach-
ing of Foreign Languages, 2005 will be
celebrated as the Year of Languages in
the United States. These celebrations
will take place in a variety of settings
including elementary and secondary
schools and post-secondary institutions
as well as at events at local and State
and national levels across America. It
is an opportunity to focus on America’s
need to focus our attention on the so-
cial and economic benefits of studying
other languages and cultures around
the world and on the importance of
these studies to our national security.

This initiative will seek to influence
the full range of language programs in
the United States schools and commu-
nities, and I think the campaign plan
will capture the attention and, I hope,
the interest of all Americans with the
involvement and assistance of teach-
ers, administrators and local officials.
If the United States is going to con-
tinue to play an important role in the
global economy and in the business
world and to be the leader politically,
and I would say militarily, we must be
able to understand and communicate
with other cultures around the world.

According to a 2002 survey from
Healthy Companies International, the
average number of languages spoken by
American business executives is less
than one and a half, compared with say
3.9 languages spoken on average by
business executives in the Netherlands.

The goals of the Year of Languages
are four: To expand the public’s under-
standing of the role of language in all
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aspects of people’s lives, in society and
in the future of human and inter-
national relations; to promote the im-
portance of language learning and lan-
guage proficiency, urging every Amer-
ican to commit to learning other lan-
guages; to build awareness of the diver-
sity of languages that now play an in-
tegral part of everyday life in our
country; and to promote the formation
of a national task force to study and
strengthen national policy on language
learning and teaching and to make rec-
ommendations to strengthen U.S. pol-
icy.

Some members of the public and the
media might question why, with our
unparalleled military and economic
power, Americans need to learn lan-
guages of the world. Does not everyone
speak English anyway? So they say.

Well, the reasons to launch a govern-
ment-wide effort to build a pipeline of
professionals with advanced foreign
language capabilities, I think